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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Pel 



Examiner 



1&S 



Group Art Unit 

1% l± 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period for Reply ^ 

-r^-r,.™™,™ ^ MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- V NO penod for reply ,s specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date * this communication 
-Failure to reply wrth,n the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become AF^NDONED (3 5 TsT§Tm) ' 



Status 

^Responsive to communication(s) filed on, 
^This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

^CIaim(s) 



Of the above claim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 



^CIaim(s) \Q 



□ Claim(s)- 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on_ is D approved □ disapproved 

□ The drawing(s) filed on . is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a)-(d) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All DSome* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number). 



_ is/are pending in the application. 

- is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
_ is/are allowed. 

- is/are rejected. 

- is/are objected to. 

- are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

*Certified copies not received: 

Attachment(s) . 
^Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). ^"^jfa Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-892 □ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO^ 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 □ other 
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Claims 1-8, 1 1-17 and 23-26 are rejected under 35 USC 103 as unpatentable over Perline 
et al for the explicit reasons set forth in paper no. 14 (6-20-20). 

Applicants general comments are noted, but there is no direct rebuttal of the reasons why 
providing the particular stretch amounts would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art. Further, the finished transducer is blind as to its method of manufacture. Thus, one cannot 
determine from the finished transducer how "stretched" the polymer material is in regard to its 
original size. Method "limitation", are of no patentable consequence in an article claim. 

Further, piezo electric polymers are routinely stretched at least 2-3 times their original 
lengths during the polarizing/orientation stages of manufacture. Note e.g. Scheinbeim, Lemonon 
and Ravinet (555) all of record which explicitly show stretching of polymers to make them active 
and increase efficiency. 

Claim 10 remains objected to. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THRFE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however. 
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will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of thi 
final action. 
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